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Call to Order 


The meeting was called to order at 2:10 p.m. 


Approval of the Agenda 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. PLOTEK, SECONDED BY PROF. AL-KHALILI, THAT 
THE AGENDA BE APPROVED AS SUBMITTED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Speaker John O’Brien asked non-Senators to leave for the duration of the 
Closed Session. 


CLOSED SESSION 


Approval of the 1999 Fall Graduation List 


Registrar Lynne Prendergast presented the fall graduation list, and 
indicated that modifications and corrections to the spring and fall 
graduation lists had been deposited with the Secretary of Senate. Ms. 
Prendergast announced that Ms. Andrea Levy (Doctor of Philosophy in 
History) would be the recipient of the Governor General’s Gold Medal, and 
also reminded Senators that, due to the technicians’ strike at Place des 
Arts, convocation would be held at the Palais des Congrés. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. COKER, SECONDED BY DEAN BEDARD, THAT THE 
1999 FALL GRADUATION LIST BE APPROVED AS SET OUT IN SENATE 
DOCUMENT US-99-7-D1. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


OPEN SESSION 


Approval of Senate Minutes 


Dr. O’Brien pointed out that the Minutes of the 17 September 1999 
meeting had just been distributed. He asked if it was agreeable to Senate 
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to postpone a motion for approval until the December meeting. There 
were no objections. 


Business arising from the Minutes 


There was no business rising from the Minutes. 


Remarks from the Rector 


Rector Frederick Lowy reported that, at a General Assembly held on 
Wednesday, 3 November, the students had won a clear strike mandate. 
The purpose of the action was to call on the government to restore 
education funding, with which the administration was in agreement. Dr. 
Lowy said that, to his knowledge, the demonstrators were orderly but 
that one student and one Concordia Student Union (CSU) employee had 
nevertheless been arrested on University property. The administration 
deplored the police incursion onto University property and supported the 
students’ right of freedom of expression. Dr. Lowy said he would be 
prepared to support an investigation into the events. 


Items for Information 


The Speaker informed Senate that the Steering Committee had undertaken 
to review Senate’s standing committee structure. The Steering Committee 
was inviting input from Senators, who were asked to communicate their 
views to the Secretary, before 19 November if possible. 


Dean Esmail of the Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science announced 
that the Canadian Engineering Accreditation Board had confirmed that 
Building Engineering, Electrical Engineering, Computer Engineering, and 
Mechanical Engineering, had had their accreditation renewed until 2003. 


Provost and Vice-Rector, Research, Jack Lightstone explained that the 
notion, elaborated in Senate Document US-99-7-D2, of making explicit 
provision in curricula for the acquisition of certain identified skills arose 
during the academic planning process of 1995 through 1997. Dr. 
Lightstone said an ad hoc committee of the Senate Committee on 
Academic Planning and Priorities (SCAPP) had been created to consider 
how such a provision might be articulated. He added that SCAPP 
considered it important that students’ academic records identify and 
attest to their mastery of high-level general skills. 
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Mr. Blais, the Chief Electoral Officer of the CSU, distributed results of a 
four-question referendum. Mr. Blais said the turnout (2284 voters, roughly 
ten percent of undergraduate students) was the highest ever achieved for 
a CSU referendum. The referendum questions addressed the Sodexho 
Marriott contract; proposed collection of a fee for the Concordia Women’s 
Centre; proposed repeal of the administrative fee; and a general student 
action plan. 


Mr. William Curran, Director of University Libraries, addressed Senate in his 
capacity as Chair of Concordia’s Centraide campaign. He introduced Mme 
Michele Thibodeau-DeGuire, the President and Executive Director of 
Centraide. With the approval of Senate, Dr. O’Brien extended speaking 
privileges to Mme Thibodeau-DeGuire, who outlined recent achievements 
and current objectives of Centraide. She also told Senate that Dr. Lowy is 
a member of the Centraide Board of Directors. 


Question period 


Concordia Student Union President Rob Green noted that the Rector, in his 
remarks about the student action, did not acknowledge all the students’ 
objectives which included, in addition to the restoration of funding to 
universities, relief of student loan debt, an end to all ancillary fees, and 
democratization of universities. 


Student Aliya Haer requested clarification of “general education”. Dr. 
Lightstone distinguished between the “general education” and the “general 
skills acquisition” initiatives, both of which arose out of the academic 
planning exercise. He explained that “general education” was a principle 
approved by Senate, which would require that graduating students have 
taken a minimum number of credits outside of their particular disciplinary 
sector. For most Faculties, the requirement would come into effect for 
students registering in the fall of 2000. 


Mr. Green said he would like to table Agenda Items IX and X until after 
discussion of Item XI, “Relations with the external community”, which he 
said many students were present to hear. The Speaker said such a 
motion would be in order, and would not be debatable. 


The Provost pointed out the importance of adopting the curriculum change 
recommendations (Item X) in a timely manner. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. GREEN, SECONDED BY MR. ILIJEVSKI, THAT AGENDA 
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ITEM IX AND AGENDA ITEM X BE TABLED UNTIL AFTER AGENDA ITEM XI. 
MOTION DEFEATED. 


Appointments 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. LOWY, SECONDED BY MR. BLAIS,THAT THE 
APPOINTMENTS TO THE SENATE STANDING COMMITTEES AND TO THE 
SENATE AD HOC FINANCE COMMITTEE, ALL AS SET OUT IN SENATE 
DOCUMENT US-99-7-D3, BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Recommendation of the Academic Programs Committee 
Undergraduate curriculum changes for 2000-01: Arts and Science 


IT WAS MOVED BY VICE-DEAN ROY, SECONDED BY PROF. CAPOBIANCO, 
THAT, AS RECOMMENDED BY THE ACADEMIC PROGRAMS COMMITTEE IN 
SENATE DOCUMENT US-99-7-D4, THE UNDERGRADUATE CURRICULUM 
CHANGES IN THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE SET OUT IN SENATE 
DOCUMENT US-99-7-D5 BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 
Recommendation of the Academic Programs Committee 


Undergraduate curriculum changes for 2000-01: Engineering and Computer 
Science 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN ESMAIL, SECONDED BY MR. PICHE, THAT, AS 
RECOMMENDED BY THE ACADEMIC PROGRAMS COMMITTEE IN SENATE 
DOCUMENT US-99-7-D4, THE UNDERGRADUATE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN 
THE FACULTY OF ENGINEERING AND COMPUTER SCIENCE SET OUT IN 
SENATE DOCUMENT US-99-7-D7 BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Recommendation of the Academic Programs Committee 
Undergraduate curriculum changes for 2000-01: Fine Arts 


IT WAS MOVED BY ASSOCIATE DEAN FAIRCHILD, SECONDED BY PROF. 
PLOTEK, THAT, AS RECOMMENDED BY THE ACADEMIC PROGRAMS 
COMMITTEE IN SENATE DOCUMENT US-99-7-D4, THE UNDERGRADUATE 
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CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE FACULTY OF FINE ARTS SET OUT IN SENATE 
DOCUMENT US-99-7-D8 BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Continuing discussion of the upcoming phase of academic planning: Core 
Orienting Issues: 


Dr. O’Brien made introductory remarks, explaining that the Steering 
Committee had asked the students to prepare a document specifying and 
elaborating their concerns. The Committee determined these would fit in 
the category, “Relations with the external community”, identified by Dr. 
Charles Giguere in Senate Document US-99-1-D6. Dr. O’Brien noted that 
the document comprised two parts, of which one was designated for 
discussion at the present meeting. Steering Committee would consider the 
other portion when setting the agenda for the December Senate meeting. 


Dr. O’Brien pointed out that a series of motions was appended to the 
document, and said that the Steering Committee had agreed that motions 
numbered “1”, “2” and “3”, all of which pertained to the week’s strike 
action, would be addressed at this meeting under “Other business”. 


The Speaker invited CSU President Rob Green to introduce “Democracy, 
Accountability and Equity in University” (Senate Document US-99-7-D10). 
Mr. Green requested speaking privileges for CSU Researcher David 
Bernans. The Speaker agreed, with the support of Senate, that Dr. 
Bernans would be permitted to speak for information purposes. 


Mr. Green told Senate that the CSU was not alone in its concerns about 
the progressive privatization and corporatization of Canadian university 
campuses. He said that the Canadian Association of University Teachers 
was a key participant in a conference he had attended the previous week. 
Mr. Green said he had tried to have some relevant articles circulated to 
Senators; the Secretary noted that copies were available at the head 
table. Mr. Green read an excerpt from a publication by the Canadian 
Centre for Policy Alternatives, an organization which, he pointed out, was 
known for issuing an alternative national budget. 


Mr. Green contended that universities are too willing to sacrifice the public 
interest to corporate interests, and warned that corporate funds do not 
come without “strings attached”. The students’ main concern was private 
sector influence on academic matters; it was established, for example, 


that sponsors were often guaranteed a “right of first refusal” for 
innovation from university research. Mr. Green identified four potential 
consegences of corporate influence, as follows: 


(i) Public funds are used to subsidize corporate endeavours. He said the 
amount of a donation, which gives a company access to university 
expertise and facilities, is often less than the actual cost of the project; 


(ii) Educational institutions are transformed to meet the needs of the 
marketplace; 


(iii) Academic freedom is eroded. Mr. Green gave the example of Dr. 
Nancy Olivieri of the University of Toronto’s Department of Pediatrics, who, 
he said, was publicly and systematically discredited when research results 
contrary to the aims of her corporate sponsor were published; 


(iv) Universities lose academic programs having no apparent value in the 
marketplace. 


Student Philip llijevski called on the administration to foster a more 
democratic environment at the University. Where, he asked, were faculty 
and staff during the strike? He said responsibility for defending the 
interests of the University belonged to all of us; while he understood there 
would not always be agreement, students wanted and needed the 
administration to become engaged in this action. Mr. Ilijevski complained 
of the loss of courses in the humanities. He was assured that both the 
humanities and social sciences were expanding at Concordia. 


A faculty member said he did enjoy academic freedom, and corporate 
involvement had not constrained him but had, on the contrary, done 
positive things for Concordia - like supporting the creation of a school of 
environmental studies. He said the administration was doing the right 
thing by engaging the external community in developing Concordia’s 
programs, and had committed itself to examining and monitoring new 
relationships. Another faculty member also disagreed with the students’ 
negative view of corporate sponsorship. In addition, he observed that it 
would be wise to redirect funds tied up in highly uneconomical programs 
into other areas such as scholarships. 


Mr. Boojhawon, President of the Commerce and Administration Students’ 
Association, said Mr. Green had divulged, to Senate, information provided 
to members of the Board of Governors in Closed Session; the information 


concerned a planned corporate donation which would benefit a program in 
the Faculty. Mr. Green acknowledged this. The Senate Speaker said that 
any action concerning this matter was in the Board’s domain. 


Mr. Piché, a student representative of the Engineering Students’ 
Association, said corporate partnerships are beneficial to students in his 
Faculty; they enable students to learn current practices and form realistic 
expectations and plans about the profession. Some protests were 
counter-productive, he said, and could diminish students’ employment 
opportunities. Mr. Green responded that he understood the perspective 
expressed, but was advocating a more long-term, global view of the 
issues. He said he did not want to see a division between students of 
career programs and those in other disciplines, and pointed out that the 
only barrier to high-quality engineering education was the shortage of 
government funding. 


Mr. Boojhawon expressed support for the demonstrators’ drive to have 
funding restored to universities. He said, however, that it was damaging 
to students to have confidential information about contributors divulged, 
and embarrassing to have business partners insulted on Concordia 
campuses. While agreeing that high standards should be applied to 
arrangements with external bodies, he explained that the aspirations of his 
peers depended on developing close relationships with major companies, 
which were often central to the success of business students. 


The Rector affirmed that the primary beneficiaries of corporate financing 
are students, adding that the University evaluates these issues when it 
accepts funds from corporations. Dr. Lowy explained that corporate 
donations had also provided necessary leverage to secure commitments 
of funds from government sources. Special initiatives put departments 
“on the map” and created advantages for their graduates. The Rector 
said he saw no problem with these arrangements. 


Ms. Haer declared that corporate donors were obviously in conflict of 
interest, and students were being reduced to serving as a means of 
boosting corporate profits. She argued that university education should 
be protected as an end in itself, and called on the administration to lobby 
the government to force corporations to pay deferred taxes and liberate 
funds needed for education. 


Dean Esmail recalled that, when he was a student in Russia, he had also 
protested against capitalism. Today, as Dean of the Faculty of 


Engineering and Computer Science, he was proud of the Faculty’s role as a 
co-founder of the International Institute for Telecommunications (IIT). 
Dean Esmail cited the tremendous job opportunities created in Montreal by 
companies in the IIT consortium. The Dean explained that engineers have 
a highly regarded code of professional ethics; all over the world, engineers 
must be formally inducted into professional orders which consign them to 
public service. 


Mr. Green countered that while corporations may provide jobs, they also 
produce toxins and weapons; he called for thorough cost/benefit analysis 
of initiatives involving corporate funding. Mr. Blais added that students 
were not opposed to corporate funding per se, only to its effect on 
academic life. Student Mistie Mullarkey affirmed that academic freedom 
was threatened; she used a personal example to illustrate that the vested 
interests of corporations actively involved with the University were limiting 
students’ freedom to express their views. Mr. Blais added that students 
were being refused access to information about contracts, and opposed 
the University’s concluding secret agreements with private parties. 


A faculty member observed that the failings of the market were well- 
documented, and that the not-for-profit sector existed in part to 
compensate for those failings. One could not simply attribute blame to 
producers of goods and services in the corporate sector, without 
considering underlying consumption behaviour. He said the students had 
not offered any solutions and appeared not to understand the complexity 
of the issues. 


Mr. Ilijevski criticized the growing presence of advertising on campus, and 
pointed to the irony of using advertising to finance the University’s 
recycling program. He observed this was a useful debate. He said 
Concordia must reach conclusions about the appropriate aim of a 
university (to train or to educate), and then consider how best to achieve 
its aim. 


A faculty member praised the students’ energy. He asked for clarification 
of their agenda, noting that the motions set out in Senate Document US- 
99-7-D10 did not correspond to the referendum questions. He 
encouraged the students to take advantage of the window of opportunity 
created by the government’s recent announcement of a budget surplus. 


A faculty member suggested that, instead of putting a negative slant on 
corporate involvement at the University, one might equally take a positive 
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reading. He gave the example of biotechnology, in which very beneficial 
research was helping individuals suffering from painful medical conditions; 
he encouraged students to inform themselves about important, good 
programs in which the University was aided by corporate funds. Another 
faculty member cautioned against rhetorical debate, and urged Senators 
to address the issues without belligerence. 


The Provost pointed out that every item of curriculum change was 
adopted by a Faculty Council and by Senate, in conformity with principles 
adopted by Senate and later concretized by Senate into an academic 
plan. He asked Senators to recognize that, even if every penny was 
restored to university budgets, debates about academic direction and the 
nature of universities’ engagement with the many constituencies in society 
would continue to be necessary and, likely, to be difficult. Universities tried 
to fulfill a dual role which embodied both autonomy and integration. It 
would, nevertheless, be unacceptable that a private entity should 
determine curricula; in fact, he said, Concordia had rejected offers of 
funding when it appeared an arrangement might impinge on the 
University’s academic freedom. Dr. Lightstone explained that the 
regulations govern contract research at Concordia, protecting such things 
as the right to publish results. He added that it might be a good idea to 
review them. 


When encouraged to join the demonstrators, the Provost said he would, 
gladly, on the condition that a balanced position would be presented. Mr. 
Green said the students were also advocating balance, and sought a more 
compassionate society which would place a higher value on educational, 
health and social issues. 


Mr. Green said he was not opposed to contact between the University and 
corporations, but was opposed to undue influence. He emphasized that 
Concordia had to be vigilant in resisting the influence which would come 
inevitably with financial investment. Dean Esmail urged students to talk to 
their professors and ask about research and partnership contracts. 


Other business 


Dr. O’Brien reiterated that the first three motions, set out in Document 
US-99-7-D10, were to be considered. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. GREEN, SECONDED BY PROF. POOROOSHASB, THAT 
STUDENTS PARTICIPATING IN THE STUDENT STRIKE STARTING ON 3 
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NOVEMBER 1999, AND STUDENTS WHO CHOOSE NOT TO CROSS PICKET 
LINES DURING SAID STRIKE, NOT BE PENALIZED ACADEMICALLY OR 
OTHERWISE FOR THEIR ABSENCE FROM CLASS OR ANY OTHER NORMALLY 
OBLIGATORY ACTIVITY ON 3, 4 OR 5 NOVEMBER. 


Dr. Lightstone told Senate that he had written to the Deans and Chairs 
asking them to make allowances for students’ participation in the strike. 
In particular, he had indicated that, wherever possible, no tests were to be 
scheduled and attendance was not to be counted for credit on 3, 4 or 5 
November, and alternative class times should be arranged. These 
provisions were identical to those made for past student actions, he said. 
Dr. Lightstone emphasized that responsibility for facilitating these 
arrangements must be shared between students, on the one hand, and 
faculty and administration on the other. 


There was considerable discussion. Issues raised included the following: 


(i) the difficulty of distinguishing between absences due to the strike 
action and other absences; 


(ii) the difficulty of protecting students from “other”, non-academic, 
penalties; and 


(iii) the impossibility of ensuring, that equivalent academic experiences 
would be available to students. 


An alternative motion was proposed, and the mover and seconder agreed 
to withdraw the original motion. 


Vice-Dean Roy asked that it be understood there could be no guarantees 
that identical learning experiences would be provided to students; he gave 
the example of laboratory work, for which the supply of necessary 
materials might have been exhausted. Dr. O’Brien said the point would be 
recorded in the Minutes. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. ILIJEVSKI, SECONDED BY DR. AL-KHALILI, THAT 
STUDENTS WHO FAILED TO ATTEND CLASS ON ANY OR ALL OF 3, 4 AND 
5 NOVEMBER 1999 NOT BE PENALIZED ACADEMICALLY OR OTHERWISE FOR 
THEIR ABSENCE FROM CLASS OR ANY OTHER NORMALLY OBLIGATORY 
ACTIVITY, WITH THE UNDERSTANDING THAT BOTH FACULTY AND 
STUDENTS HAVE SHARED RESPONSIBILITY FOR MAKING THE EFFORT TO 
IMPLEMENT ALTERNATIVE ARRANGEMENTS WITH RESPECT TO COURSE 


99-7-20 


12 


MATERIAL COVERED AND ANY EXAMINATIONS OR TESTS WHICH MAY 
HAVE TAKEN PLACE. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


It was agreed that adoption of the former resolution had made Motion #2 
irrelevant. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. GREEN, SECONDED BY DR. LOWY, THAT SENATE 
SUPPORT THE CONCORDIA STUDENT UNION’S AND THE CANADIAN 
FEDERATION OF STUDENTS - QUEBEC’S CALL ON THE PROVINCIAL 
GOVERNMENT TO RETURN THE $1.9 BILLION CUT FROM EDUCATION 
SPENDING SINCE 1994 AND RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS DO THE SAME. 


Dr. Lightstone suggested a friendly amendment, which was accepted by 
the mover and seconder. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. GREEN, SECONDED BY DR. LOWY, THAT SENATE 
SUPPORT THE CONCORDIA STUDENT UNION’S AND THE CANADIAN 
FEDERATION OF STUDENTS - QUEBEC’S CALL ON THE PROVINCIAL 
GOVERNMENT TO RETURN EVERY DOLLAR CUT, SINCE 1994, FROM 
UNIVERSITIES’ OPERATING BUDGETS AND FOR LOST INDEXATION, AND 
RECOMMEND THAT THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS DO THE SAME. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Mr. Green said he would like to move to extend Senate long enough to 
consider Motion “6”, which concerned the administrative fee. Dr. 
Lightstone explained it was Senate practice to route motions via the 
Steering Committee, not to raise them from the floor. As it had previously 
been agreed that only Motions “1” through “3” would be considered at 
this meeting, Dr. Lightstone said, it remained for the Steering Committee 
to determine if and when the other motions would be addressed to 
Senate. 


Dr. O’Brien ruled the motion out of order, and invited his ruling to be 
challenged if any Senator wished to do so. Dr. Lightstone said he would 
be willing to second Mr. Green’s motion as a way to allow Senate to vote 
on the matter. Dr. O’Brien agreed to put the motion to a vote, since the 
outcome would be equivalent to a vote on an appeal to his ruling. 
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IT WAS MOVED BY MR. GREEN, SECONDED BY DR. LIGHTSTONE, THAT 
SENATE BE EXTENDED TO ALLOW FOR CONSIDERATION OF MOTION “6”, 
SET OUT IN SENATE DOCUMENT US-99-7-D10. 


MOTION DEFEATED. 


99-7-21 Dr. O’Brien announced that the next meeting of Senate would be held on 
Friday, 3 December 1999. 


99-7-22 The meeting was adjourned at 5:20 p.m. on a motion by Vice-Dean Roy, 
seconded by Prof. Goyal. 


Amely Jurgenliemk 
Secretary of the Board of Governors and Senate 
26 November 1999 


